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September 17, 1985 

Hon. Commissioner of Patents. and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

Re: Opposition to Registration of 
Schiedmayer Lyre Trademark 
Our Ref.: 234-X-027 

THOMAS M. HAMMOND~ 
RICHARD C, KOMSON 
ISRAEL BLUM 
CHRISTOPHER HU 
SARiHOLOMEW VERDIRAME 
MARIA C.H. LIN 
ANDREA LOSHIN 
GREGORY ATKINSON 
JOSEPH A, Dr.GIROLAMO 
ROBE:RT A. MOLAN 
JAY M. BROWN 
RICHARD J, McGRATH 
DICKERSON M, DOWNING 
JOHN C.A'NDRES 
CHRl$TOPH.!:';R E, CHALSEN 
PATRICIA S. ROCHA 
JOSE:PH J. BRINOrSf 
MITCHELLE, RADIN 
MICHAE:L A,NICODE:MA 
T. CARTER PLE.DCH:R 

.. O,t::.BAR 

On August 22, 1985, opposer Steinway & Sons filed a 
Notice of Opposition in connection with the trademark 
application Serial No. 475.680,: On September 3, 1985, the 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board issued a decision that the 
Notice of Opposition could not be entertained because it did 
not bear a signature of opposer or counsel for the opposer. 

Opposer is submitting herewith a petition to the 
Commissioner pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §2.146 requesting that 
the Board accept the original Notice of Opposition or, in 
the alternative, that opposer be permitted to substitute the 
within signed Notice of Opposition in lieu of the original. 

A Deposit Account Order Form authorizing the charge of 
the requisite fee for filing the petition is enclosed. 

KER: ca 
Enc. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~ . _,,,,,,..____,£7. _.., 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
~0 ( BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

SEP 2 8 1985 
.~ . ~-S, the:Matter of Application No. 475,680 

~lished in the Official Gazette of 
~\ ne 25, 1985 (TMOG) 

STEINWAY & SONS, 

Opposer, 

rn:'lDW/,R:( 7WL 
lif/D APPUiL BC,1,,D 

-vs- Opposition No. '131 D'5i <,/ 
SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GMBH 

Applicant. 

-------------------------------------x 
NOTICE OF PETITION TO COMMISSIONER 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that upon the Affidavit of 

Kurt E. Richter sworn to on the 17th day of September, 1985, 

Steinway and Sons hereby petitions the Commissioner pursuant to 

37 C.F.R. §2.146 to substitute the within signed copies of the 

Notice of Opposition for that filed on August 22, 1985, or, if 

necessary, pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §2.148, to waive or suspend 

the usual requirement that a Notice of Opposition be signed and 

to otherwise allow the Opposer Steinway and Sons to submit a 

signed Notice of Opposition at this time in lieu of the 

unsigned notice previously submitted on August 22, 1985, 
P0494 09/20/85 475680 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 17, 1985 

By: 

:1. 00,, OOCH 

Respectfully submitted, 

Kurt . Richter 
345 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10154 
(212) 758-4800 
Attorneys for Opposer 

& LEE 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

' :'\1;-. 
·,IJ.7 '- In the Matter of Application No. 475,680 

Published in the Official Gazette of 
June 25, 1985 (TMOG) 

STEINWAY & SONS, 

Opposer, 

-vs-

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GMBH 

Applicant. 

-------------------------------------x 

Opposition No. 

13,054 

AFFIDAVIT OF KURT E, RICHTER 

State of New York 

County of New York 
ss: 

KURT E. RICHTER, being duly sworn deposes and says: 

1. I am an attorney admitted to practice law in the 

State of New York and I am a member of the law firm of Morgan, 

Finnegan, Pine, Foley and Lee, the trademark attorneys for 

Steinway and Sons ("Steinway"). I make this affidavit in 

support of Steinway's petition to the Commissioner pursuant to 

37 C.F.R. §§2,146 and 2.148, to accept the timely Notice of 

Opposition filed on behalf of the opposer Steinway on August 

22, 1985 or, in the alternative, to otherwise allow Steinway to 

submit a signed Notice of Opposition at this time in lieu of 

the unsigned notice previously submitted on August 22, 1985. 



2. On August 22, 1985, Steinway filed a Notice of 
j 

Opposition to the application by Schiedmayer Pianos Grnbh to 

register a design consisting of a representation of a lyre as a 

trademark for "musical instruments namely pianos " (S ,N, 

475,680). The Notice of Opposition was.based on the grounds 

that the trademark of the application was confusingly similar 

to two registered trademarks, owned by Steinway consisting of a 

representation of a lyre design as used in the trademark for 

"pianos" (Reg. Nos. 45,411 and 607,992). I personally prepared 

this Notice of Opposition under authorization and approval of 

Steinway. To the best of my knowledge, information and belief, 

based upon reasonable inquiry, said Notice of Opposition is 

well grounded in fact, is warranted by existing law, is not 

interposed for any improper purpose such as to harrass or cause 

unnecessary delay, and is otherwise in full accord with the 

principles underlying Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure and 37 C.F.R. §2.15. 

3, On September 9, 1985 my office received a 

decision from the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board stating that 

the Notice of Opposition could not be entertained l;>y the Board 

"because it was not signed by opposer or by counsel for 

opposer". A copy of this decision is attached hereto as 

Exhibit 1, Because I was out of the office on business until 

September 16, 1985, I was not able to prepare this petition 

prior to this date. 

- 2 -



4. I was surprised to learn of this decision because 

I have a recollection of personally signing the Notice of 

Opposition to be submitted to the Board. I am, therefore, at a 

loss to explain how the copy of the Notice of Opposition 

submitted to the Board could have been unsigned. 

5. In any event, I respectfully submit that the 

apparent failure to submit a signed Notice of Opposition is in 

this instance nothing more than a technical defect which can 

and should be cured by allowing Steinway at this time to 

substitute a signed Notice of Opposition in place of the 

unsigned Notice originally filed. 

6. The filing of an unsigned Notice of Opposition 

was inadvertent and not the result of any attempt to circumvent 

or violate any rule or established procedure pertaining to 

oppositions. 

7. Also, the August 22, 1985 Notice of Opposition 

was submitted with a forwarding letter of the same date signed 

by me, incorporating by reference the Notice of Opposition and 

enclosing a check for $200.00 to cover the cost of filing said 

Notice of Opposition, A copy of this letter is enclosed hereiA 

as Exhibit 2, This letter expresses my personal review and 

approval of the Notice of Opposition submitted with the letter 

and otherwise reflects clear intention on my part to execute 

and be responsible for the Notice of Opposition enclosed 

therein. 

- 3 -



B. The Notice of Opposition is in all other respects 

fully complete, bears my typewritten name on the final page, 

and is believed to be in full compliance with all the Rules of 

Practice. 

9. Neither the Trademark Act, 15 u.s.c. §1063, nor 

the rules applicable to a Notice of Opposition, 37 C.F.R. 

§§2.101-2,107, expressly require that a Notice of Opposition be 

signed by the opposer or his attorney. By the same token, 

apart from the general requirement of 37 C.F.R. §2.15, the 

Answer also need not be signed. I respectfully submit that the 

forwarding letter under my signature (Exhibit 2) satisfies the 

requirement of 37 C.F.R. §2.15 (albeit somewhat informally) and 

that, accordingly, the Notice of Opposition as originally filed 

complies with the letter of the Rules of Practice. 

10. Under the provisions of former Rules 37 C.F.R. 

§§2.101 and 2.103, an opposition could be filed by an attorney, 

and verification of the opposer was permitted within 30 days of 

filing. With the amendment of Rule 2.101, Rule 2,103 was 

deleted and no verification or signature of an attorney is 

expressly required upon filing the opposition apart from the 

signature required by Rule 2.15 as to all papers in general. 

As noted above, petitioner believes that the filing of the 

opposition complies with Rule 2.15. 

11. I. do not believe that accepting the unsigned 

Notice of Opposition will in any way prejudice the Applicant, 

the Board or any other party in this instance. The Notice of 

- 4 -



Opposition clearly sets forth the grounds upon which the 

opposition is based, If these grounds are valid, then 

~rpli~~nr ;~ nnr ~nrirl~A rn r~gi~rr~rinn of this mark and 

registration should not be allowed in any event, let alone 

because of a possible technical imperfection in a Notice of 

Opposition which was otherwise timely filed under signature of 

opposer's attorney (Exhibit 2). 

12. If this petition is denied, Steinway has every 

intention of petitioning to cancel the registration based on 

this application when it issues. Therefore, the refusal to 

allow this petition will neither resolve nor avoid the dispute 

between the parties. To the contrary, it will only 

unnecessarily delay a decision on the merits and require the 

Patent and Trademark Office to issue a registration which will 

be immediately challenged. 

13. For purpose of good order, I submit herewith an 

original and one copy of a Notice of Opposition in connection 

with this proceeding which I have duly signed. Upon 

information and belief this signed Notice of Opposition is 

identical in every respect to the apparently unsigned Notice of 

Opposition which was filed on August 22, 1985. I respectfully 

request that this signed Notice of Opposition be substituted 

and used in lieu of the original unsigned Notice of Opposition. 

- 5 -
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WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the 

Commissioner accept the original Notice of Opposition as timely 

or, in the alternative, suspend or waive any preceived 

requirement that the Notice of Opposition be signed; and in 

lieu of the original unsigned notice that Steinway be allowed 

to submit the enclosed signed Notice of Opposition, pursuant to 

37 C.F.R. §2.146 and §2,148, on the grounds that this is an 

extraordinary situation where justice requires such a waiver or 

suspension and no other party is injured thereby. 

Sworn to before me this 
17th day of September, 1985 

Notary Public 

. ANN MARIE CA\:IROlL 
NOTARY PU!!UC, State of N6w York 

#/31-4648334 Quaittied In N.Y. County 
Comml~en Expires March sii, 1911{ 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

In the Matter of Application No. 475,680 
Published in the Official Gazette of 
June 25, 1985 (TMOG) 

-------------------------------------x 
STEINWAY & SONS, 

Opposer, 

-vs-

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GMBH 

Applicant. 

------------- -----------------------x 

NOTICE OF OPPOSITION 

TO THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Opposition No. 

STEINWAY & SONS, a New York corporation with offices 

at Steinway Place, Long Island City, New York, New York 

("Steinway"), believes that it will be damaged by registration 

of the lyre trademark as shown in application Serial No. 

475,680, which was published in the Official Gazette of June 

25, 1985, and having previously been given an extension of time 

to oppose until August 24, 1985 hereby opposes same. 

1. Since about 1878, more than 80 years prior to the, 

1960 date of first use alleged by Applicant, Opposer Steinway 



has continuously, exten,-s'ively and exclusively manufactured, 

reconstructed, sold, advertised and promoted STEINWAY pianos of 

the highest quality throughout the United States and the world 

under its lyre trademark, consisting of a stylized lyre form 

(hereinafter "Steinway LYRE" mark). Such trademark generally 

comprises a lyre form in which the side portions thereof are 

two "S" letter shapes arranged back-to-back, with an ampersand' 

symbol placed on the strings. 

2. Opposer's pianos are world-famous instruments of 

unique and distinctive quality which have long been recognized 

for superior performance by professional pianists, concert 

artists and other .music authorities, as well as by amateur 

musicians, students, prospective buyers and the public in 

general throughout the United States and the world. 

3. Opposer's LYRE mark, in one or the other of its 

versions has, since long prior to the date of first use alleged 

by Applicant, come to be recognized by the public and the trade 

in the United States and throughout the world as a trademark of 

excellence designating musical instruments originating 

exclusively from Opposer. 

4, Since long prior to the date of first use alleged 

by Applicant, Opposer has also used its LYRE mark on 

literature, stationery, promotional items, data sheets, 

specifications, price lists, commercial bulletins, piano tools 

and house news publications as well as in connection with piano 
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repair services and in extensive advertising totalling in 

excess of twenty million dollars. 

5. Opposer has been duly granted the below-listed 

registrations for its LYRE trademark on the Principal Register 

of the United States Patent and Trademark Office: 

Reg. No. 

45,411 

607,992 

Trademark 

LYRE 

LYRE 

Registered Since 

August 15, 1905 

June 28, 1955 

Pianos 

Pianos 

6. Opposer has also duly registered each of the 

following trademarks on the Principal Register of the United 

States Patent and Trademark Office: 

Reg. No. 

45,846 

141,687 

285,732 

522,479 

1,239,328 

Trademark Registered Since 

"STEINWAY & SONS" August 29, 1905 

"STEINWAY" April 26, 1921 

"STEINWAY - THE August 4, 1931 
INSTRUMENT OF 
THE IMMORTALS" 

"STEINWAY· NEWS" March 14, 1950 

"STEINWAY May 24, 1983 
ACCELERATED ACTION" 

Goods 

Pianos 

Pianos 

Pianos 

Periodical 
Publicatio 

Mountings 
For Piano 
Keys 

7. Opposer is the owner of each of the registrations 

listed in paragraph 5 and 6 hereof and of all of the business 

and goodwill of the business in connection with which each mark 

is used. Each registration is valid, subsisting and remains in 

full force and effect. (Pursuant to 15 u.s.c. §1059 an 

application to renew said registration No. 45,4ll_is being 
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prepared for filing prior to expiry of the time allocated 

therefor.) Pursuant to the provisions of 15 u.s.c. §1065, each 

registration (other than the 1983 registration for "STEINWAY 

ACCELERATED ACTION") is now incontestable and Opposer is 

entitled to all of the benefits of incontestable registration 

on the Principal Register by virtue thereof. Copies of the 

registrations identified in paragraph 5 are annexed hereto as 

Exhibits 1 and 2, 

8. Applicant herein, SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GMBH, 

Schwelm, Federal Republic of Germany ("Schied.mayer"), seeks to 

register a mark consisting of a representation of a lyre 

(hereinafter "Schied.mayer LYRE") for "musical instruments, 

namely pianos, chimes, celestes, and keyboards" in 

International Class 15 based on an alleged first use of 1960 

and an alleged first use in commerce of 1960. Said Schied.mayer 

Lyre generally comprises a lyre form in which the side portions 

thereof are two symmetrical "S" letter shapes arranged 

back-to-back, with a letter "S" symbol placed on the strings, 

and is essentially identical and confusingly similar to said 

registered Steinway LYRE trademark. 

9. Opposer will be damaged by the registration of 

the Schied.mayer LYRE mark as aforesaid in that said trademark 

so resembles Opposer's Steinway LYRE trademark as to be likely, 

when applied to.the goods of Applicant, to cause confusion, 

mistake and deception with consequent damage to Opposer's 

business and goodwill in that persons are likely to erroneously 

- 4 -



believe that Applicant's goods originate with Opposer or that 

Opposer sponsors or is in some way responsible for the quality 

of such goods, or that Opposer is in some manner legitimately 

connected with the manufacture and sale of the goods, all to 

the detriment and irreparable damage of Opposer. 

10. The issuance of the registration opposed herein 

will support and assist Applicant in the confusing and mis

leading use of the mark sought to be registered in that it will 

subject the goodwill and reputation of Opposer's Steinway LYRE 

mark to hazards attending the commercial activities of 

Applicant over whom Opposer has no control, in that it will 

dilute the distinctive quality and high character of Opposer's 

mark, and in that it will otherwise give color of exclusive 

statutory ownership rights in said trademark to Applicant in 

violation and derogation of the prior and superior rights of 

Opposer. 

11. Registration should, therefore, be refused 

pursuant to §2(d) of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended, 

("Lanham Act", 15 USC §1052(d)) on the ground that Applicant's 

Schiedmayer Lyre mark so resembles Opposer's Steinway LYRE mark 

as to cause confusion or mistake or to deceive. 

WHEREFORE, Opposer Steinway prays that this opposition 

be sustained and that the application by Schiedmayer to 

register the Schiedmayer LYRE mark, as aforesaid, for "musical 

instruments, namely pianos, chimes, celestas and keyboards" be 

refused. 

- 5 -
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Opposer hereby appoints as its attorneys in this 

proceeding George B. Finnegan, Jr.; Granville M. Pine; Thomas 

P. Dowling, P.C.; John A. Diaz, P.C.; Warren H. Rotert; John D. 

Foley, P.C.; Jerome G. Lee, P.C.; John C. Vassil, P.C.; Alfred 

P. Ewert; David H. Pfeffer; Harry c. Marcus; Robert E. Paulson; 

Stephen R. Smith; Kurt E. Richter; J. Robert Dailey; Eugene 

Moroz; John F. Sweeney; Arnold I. Rady; Chr~stopher A. Hughes, 

Williams. Feiler, Janet Dore, James w. Gould and Joseph A. 

Calvaruso whose address is: 

MORGAN, FINNEGAN, PINE, FOLEY & LEE 
345 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10154 

All correspondence should be addressed to Kurt E. Richter at 

the above address. 

Pursuant to 37 CFR 2.6(e) submitted herewith is a 

check in the amount specified therein in payment of the 

requisite fee for filing this Notice of Opposition. 

Dated: August :?.!l, 1985 MORGAN, FINNEGAN, PINE, FOLEY & LEE 

~ By: Ku~ 
345 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10154 
(212) 758-4800 

Attorneys for Opposer 

- 6 -



HMS/Greene 

September 25, 1985 

UNITED STATES t.,c:PARTMEI\IT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Washington, O.C, 20231 

Applicant: 
Serial No: 

Schiedmayer Pianos, GmbH 
475,680 

Filed: 
Mark: 

Sirs: 

April 16, 1984 
SCHIEDMAYER and Design 

On September 18, 1985, Steinway & Sons, through counsel, filed 
a petition to the Commissioner requesting that its opposition 
filed herein on August 22, 1985 be accepted or, in the 
alternative, allow opposer to submit a signed notice of 
opposition filed concurrently with the petition. A copy of the 
petition is enclosed for applicant. 

In view thereof, the application file is herewith forwarded to 
the Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks for consideration of 
the petition. 

:;;:::;~~~ 
Henry M. Semones 
Applications Examiner, 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 

cc: 

Kurt E. Richter 
Morgan, Finnegan, Pine, 
Foley & Lee 
345 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10154 

Andrus, Sceales, Starke & Sawall 
735 North Water Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

0 CT 4o!9.B:5 HAMMOND" 

DAVID H. PF'EFrER, p,c. 
HARRY C. MARCUS 
ROBERT E. PAULSON 
STE:PHEN R. SMITH 
KURT E, RICHTER 
J, ROBE:RT DAILEY 
EUGENE MOROZ 
JOHN F". SWE:ENEY 
ARNOLD I. RADY 
CHRl5TOPHE'.R A. HVGHE5 

WILLIAMS, FE:ILER 
JANET DORE 
JOSEPH A. CALVARUSO 
JAMES W. GOULD 

JOHN D, MORGAN 

1893-1939 

HOBART N. DURHAM 

1930-1969 

345 PARK AVENUE 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10154 

TEL, (212) 758·4800 

TELEX:421792 

CABLE: FINDURPINE NEWYORK 

TELECOPIER: (212) 751-6849 

September 25, 1985 

Honorable Commissioner of 
and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Patents 

Re: Steinway & Sons 

Dear Sir: 

Opposition to Registration of 
Schiedmayer Lyre Trademark 
Serial No. 475,680 
Our Ref.: 234-X-027 

With reference to your letter of September 17, 1985 
and the Petition to the Commissioner of the same date, we 
enclose herewith copies of Exhibits 1 and 2, which are 
referred to in the Affidavit of Kurt E. Richter, but which 

RICHARD C. KOMSON 
!SRAEL BLUM 

ER HU 
ME:W VE:RD!~AME: 

LIN 

GREGORY ATKINSON 
JOSE:PH A. DtGIROLAMO 
ROBERT A, MOLAN 
JAY M, BROWN 
RICHARD J, McGRATH 
DICKERSON M, DOWNING 
JOHN C,ANDRE:S 
CHRISTOPHER E. CHALSEN 
PATRICIA .S, ROCHA 
JOSEPH J, BRINDISI 
MITCHELL E:.RAD1N 
MICHAEL A.NICODEMA 
T, CARTl::R PLEDGER 

were inadvertently omitted. We apologize for any inconvenience. 

KER:ca 
Enc. 

Resp~c~-~/11~ submitted,., / ··~ ~=x~ 
Kur . Richter ~~ 
Attorneys for Opposer 
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DEC 41985 
j 

t1 
· Re: Trademark Application o'f 
Steinway & Sons 
Serial No. 475,680 
Filed: April 16, 1984 
For: SCHIEDMAYER and Design 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT Of COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS ANO TRADEMARKS 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

85-49 

On Petition 

Petition Filed: September 18, 1985: 

Steinway & Sons has petitioned the Corrmissioner, pursuant to Trademark 
Rules 2.146 and 2.148, 37 C.F.R. §§2.146 and 2.148, to substitute 
signed copies of a Notice of Opposition for that filed on August 22, 
1985 or, in the alternative, to waive the requirement that a Notice of 
Opposition be signed. 

Petitioner timely filed a Notice of Opposition to the registration of 
the above-identified mark on August 22, 1985. The Trademark Trial and 
Appeal Board refused to entertain the opposition because it was not 
signed by petitioner or its counsel. The instant petition was then 
filed. 

Petitioner argues that the filing of an unsigned petition was 
inadvertent and not the result of any atterrpt to circmnvent the rules 
or established procedure. Further, petitioner's counsel states that 
the Notice of Opposition was submitted with a forwarding letter signed 
by him and incorporating by reference the Notice. Petitioner's 
counsel affirms that this letter expresses his personal review and 
app=val of the Notice and reflects his intention to execute and be 
responsible for the Notice of Opposition. 

Petitioner rna.intains that the unsigned Notice of Opposition meets the 
requirements of the rules because Rules 2.101-2.107 do not expressly 
require that a Notice of Opposition be signed, and that the forwarding 
letter bearing counsel's signature satisfies the requirements of what 
is now Rule 10.18 (formerly Rule 2.15). 

Rule 10.18 requires that every paper filed by a practitioner 
representing an applicant or party to a proceeding in the Office must 
bear the signature of, and be personally signed by, such practitioner 
except those papers which are required to be signed by the applicant 
or party. The Board's decision in refusing to entertain the 
opposition because the Notice itself was unsigned cannot be considered 
clear error or an abuse of discretion, the standard for the 



exercise supervisory authority pursuant to Rule 2.146 (a) (3). Riko 
Enterprises, Inc. v. Lindsley, 198 USPQ 480 (Com'r. Pats. 1977-).-

Petitioner is entitled to relief, however, pursuant to Trademark Rule 
2.148, which provides that the Carrmissioner may suspP..nd or waive a 
rule which is not a requirement of the statute in an extraordinary 
situation, when justice requires and no other party is injured 
thereby. The situation is extraordinary in that petitioner;s attorney 
did sign the letter accompanying the Notice of Opposition. He even 
swears to having a recollection of signing the Notice, and is 
therefore at a loss to explain how the Notice which was filed could 
have been unsigned. It is clear that the failure to file a signed 
Notice of Opposition was inadvertent and inexplicable and therefore 
extraordinary. 

Further, while Rule 11 of the ~"ederal Rules of Civil Procedure is 
superseded by Rule 10.18, the spirit of the Federal Rules and the 
general philosophy of the federal courts and the TTAB that cases not 
be decided on procedural technicalities support a finding that justice 
requires a waiver of Rule 10.18 in this instance. As for the third 
part of the test, no party will be injured by the granting of a waiver 
since petitioner has indicated that he will otherwise file a 
cancellation proceeding, and the burden of proof in the two 
proceedings is the sarre. See, Massey Junior College, Inc. v. Fashion 
Institute of Technology, 181 USPQ 272 (CCPA 1974); Yucum v. Coving::tc?n, 
216 USPQ 210 (TI'AB 1982). 

The petition is granted, and the file is forwarded to the Trademark 
Trial and Appeal Board for institution of the opposition proceeding. 

a~~i~L-
Assisfuit ,.,Corrin.issioner 

I I 
for 1J:ade.marks 

MML:EJS:jdw 

Date: DEC 4. l98S 

Attorney for Opposer: 
Kurt E. Richter, Esq. 
Morgan, Finnegan, Pine, Foley & Lee 
345 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10154 

Attorney for Applicant: 
Andrus, Sceales, Starke & Sawall 
735 North Water Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 
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UNITED STATES o~,-,ARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
.Patent and Trademark Office 
,I 
• Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Washington, O.C. 20231 Q 
Paper Ho. 

0 Mailed JAN 2 l 1986 

Andrus, Sceales, Starke 6: 
Sawall 
735 North Water Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 

Ser. No. 

Opposition No. 

Steinway & 

v. 

Schiedmayer. 

475,680 

73,054 

Sons 

Pianos, 

A notice of .opposition to the registration sought in the above
identified application has been filed. Copy of the pleading is 
attached. 

GMBH 

Proceedings will be conducted in accordance with the Trademark Rules 
of Practice. 

ANSWER IS DUE forty days after the mailing date hereof. (See Rule 
1,7 for expiration dates falling on Saturday, Sunday, or a holiday). 

By direction of the Commissioner. 

~~~ If~ 
Administrator, 
Trademark Trial and 
Appeal Board 

Kurt E. Richter 
c/o Morgan, Finnegan, Pine, Foley 
& Lee 
345 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10154 

FORM PTOL,162 iREV. 6-85) 

. ·.. A:Ll correspondence incJ,.uding envelopes 
.'/:_: ":relating to this proceeding and not 
·;·~~'ft""O"OlllPanied· by a fee should be directed to 

• Q w d 1- Of~ice ii, 15 Att: TTAB, U.S. Patent 8c Tra om,•,r1. 
·,~::-: ·:9· Washington, D. c. 20231 



~ti 
~ NITED STATE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
\~ THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

STE YRA'rl_t~ 

Opposer, 

v. 

.' 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, G.M,B.H. ) 
) 

Applicant. 

OPPOSITION 

NO, 73,054 

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

HONORABLE COMMISSIONER OF 
PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
BOX 5 
ATTN: TTAB 
U.S. PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Washington, D,C, 

Sir: 

20231 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

February 25, 1986 

i 
i,:, . 

It is hereby stipulated by the parties, through 

their attorneys, that the period of time for Applicant to 

tanswer or otherwise respond to the Notice of Opposition, be 

extended up to and including April 3, 1986. 

Applicant resides in West Germany, The undersigned 

attorney is presently corresponding with the appli~ant in West 

Germany to obtain instructions regarding the answer to be 

filed in this matter. The extension of time is required to 

obtain these instructions. 

Approval of this stipulation for extension was given 

by Mr, Timothy A, French's office in a telephone conference on 

February 24, 1986. This matter was transferred to Mr. French 

from Mr, Kurt E, Richter. 

APPRO~to~· 
MAR 25 1986 

l1, / . 
Parale 
Trad.em -
Appeal Board 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 
Attorneys for Applicant 



j 

CER'l'IF ICA'l'E OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Stipulation For Extension of Time was mailed, first 

class mail, postage prepaid, to Timothy A. French, Esq., Fish 

& Richardson, One Financial Center, Suite 2500, Boston, MA 

02111, this ~ day of £cs,,1,a4 , 1986. 



V • 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE . ", .. ,__,. 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BO!m'l!> Ci Y.M. l!:::·:\;i:. 

& SONS, 

Opposer, 

Opposition No. 73,054 

T:1ADEt,,A:i\ i~L'.,t 
N!D /.;PE!;L BCJ\f.J 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GMBH, 

Applicant. 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 

POWER OF ATTORNEY 

Sir: 

The undersigned, assignee, by virtue of an assignment 

recorded in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on November 

12, 1985, at Reel 0509, Frames 529-532, of the entire interest 

in and to the trademarks and registrations listed in paragraphs 

5 and 6 of the Notice of Opposition filed in the above 

identified matter, including the goodwill of the business 

symbolized by the marks, hereby revokes all former Powers of 

Attorney and appoints Charles C. Winchest~r, Esquire, 
...--•------~••• •"'•M••••• 

Registration No. 21,040, and Timothy A. French, Esquire, 
.,.~·~:"::,. :, ,_. --·· .:••>' ............ , 

Registration No. 30,175, Fish & Richardson, One Financial -~---~·- ~- ·····• ....... . 

Center, Suite 2500, Boston, Massachusetts 02111, Attorneys, 

with full power of substitution and revocation, to prosecute 

said opposition and to transact all business in the Patent and 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
deposited with t:1~ United States Post,! Service as 
first cl,~, m,il in an wve!opo addressed to: Comrnis· 
sioncr cf P,t-Jnt, and T,udemarl<s, Vfo&hington, D.C. 

20231 on ~""JI,.. '2-t, \It i'<. 

~~ 



Trademark Office connected therewith. All correspondence 
} 

should be directed to Timothy A. French. 

Bruce A. Stevens 
Its: President 

Place: Weston, Massachusetts 



Certifi~ate of Service 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the 

going Power of Attorney was mailed, first class mail, 

postage prepaid to: 

This day of 

Annn,.:. i::;,-..,,;,,lA.:. Rf-;,,rkA & Sawall 
735 North Water Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 

March,l~~ 

T~I.Di:M/.R:( TW,l 
AND f.fPflcL BC1\D 



crrn1·· 
~i~ N THE UNITED STATE PAT~NT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
. \i 

WAY & SONS, 

Opposer, 

v. 

/ ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

OPPOSITION 

NO. 73,054 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, G.M.B.H. 
) 
) 
) 

PAT. & f.M. OFFICE: 

/J ".Jq ·i () 1986 

:RAOEMARK Tii!AL 
Applicant. ) MD I.Pi'£AL B01i[;'.) 

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

HONORABLE COMMISSIONER OF 
PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
BOX 5 
ATTN: TTAB 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

April 3, 1986 

U.S. PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Washington, D,C, 

Sir: 

20231 

It is hereby stipulated by the parties, through 

their attorneys, that the period of time for Applicant to 

answer or otherwise respond to the Notice of Opposition, be 

extended up to and including ~ay 3, 1986. 

Applicant resides in West Germany. The undersigned 

attorney is continuing to correspond with the applicant in 

West Germany to obtain instructions regarding the answer to be 

filed in this matter, The extension of time is required to 

obtain these instructions. 

Approval of this stipulation for extension was given 

by Mr. Timothy A. French's office in a telephone conference on 

March 3, 1986. 

APPROVEDi? 
APR 2 9 1986 --

//' 

ill 
Pa.ral 
Trade 
Appeal oar 

" 
v 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 
Attorneys for Applicant 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Stipulation For Extension of Time was mailed, first 

class mail, postage prepaid, to Timothy A, French, Esq., Fish 

& Richardson, One Financial Center, Suite 2500, Boston, MA 

02111, this ~ day of Af<;( , 1986. 

_i;-. ~:~:.;:t 1· 1.:-=1c1~1.":~·t: ()F: .. fv1.~, IL.ii~(~ 
I t:c-,,c.-:)'.' ,_;._,r\ify ihat this correspondenct:: i::-, bo1n9 
c;,:_!_:,c,si!ec1 will, the United States Postal S1.);1;i:.0 

,1s.l'ir-st ci,1s:; m:j! in c,n envelope addressed t:"J: 
Cornmissio:x,r of Patent:l and Tradcrrn:,ikr;, 
V\,1ashing\on, D.C. 2023·1, on 4.:..3-86 

Andrews. McConnell 



~,,~ ' 
):~·, ~ 

"-'\' 

'.I:fi THE UNITED STATE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE 'fHE TRADEMA~Ki TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

STEINWAY & SONS, 

Opposer, 

v. 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, G,M,B.H. 

Applicant. 

OPPOSITION 

NO, 73,054 

PAT. & T.U. Offret 

MAY n ~ 1986 
ruocw rnlAI. 

AllBAl'PfAlBOAIO 

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

HONORABLE COMMISSIONER OF 
PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
BOX 5 
ATTN: TTAB 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

April 30, 1986 

U,S, PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Washington, D,C. 

Sir: 

20231 

It is hereby stipulated by the parties, through 

their attorneys, that the period of time for Applicant to 

answer or otherwise 1respond to the Notice of Opposition, be 

extended up to and including June 3, 1986. 

Applicant resides in West Germany. The undersigned 

attorney is continuing to correspond with the applicant in 

West Germany to obtain instructions regarding the answer to be 

filed in this matter. The extension of time is required to 

obtain these instructions. 

, Approval of this stipulation for extension was given 

j by Mr, Timothy A. French's office in a telephone conference on 

April 30, 1986. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 
Attorneys for Applicant 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Stipulation For Extension of Time was mailed, first 

class mail; postage prepaid; to Timothy A= French; Esq=; Fish 

& Richardson, One Financial Center, Suite 2500, Boston, MA 

02111, this 30th day of April, 1986. 

~-
Andrew s. Mcca?.?rk ~ 

,r;t~fJ."i"JtiC:;.\TE f:>F .f//:,{!~.ii'·~.(~. 
i h,::rn,rY/ cmtify' that this con-0spo nde1·1(:r,, jc; 

1::c,:,''!'.J:,,.itocJ with the United Sta!c:)s Postai Sr,;-\::,::,:, 
t,:; ii:·st class mail .in sn envelo90 adciwsse:•i :;o: 
C,n1rnission0r of Paten!s and Tradem.,:,t:3 
Vv'n,::;hinglon, D.C. 20231, on -A::.3ll::-_a6." ...... : 

_Andrews. McConnell 

f,Ja),G , . A Flon f,L-1 

~~YJ1,/~~A1J{ .. C,.i);µ, 
Si~1:-1~~•-1,CLL..!!:I ___ , Dar,~,: 



STEINWAY & SONS, 

Opposer, 

v. 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GmbH, 

Opposition No. 73,054 

ANSWER OF SCHIEDMAYER PIAN9S, GmbH, APPLICANT, 

TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION 

Honorable Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D,C. 20231 

Sir: 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 

June 2, 1986 

Schiedmayer Pianos, GmbH, answers the Notice of 

Opposition as follows. 

1. Answering paragraph 1 of the Notice of Opposi

tion, Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief as to the date on which Opposer began manu

facturing, reconstructing, selling, advertising, and promoting 

its pianos under its lyre trademark, Applicant admits that 

U.S. Trademark Registration Numbers 607,992 and 45,411 show a 

lyre form with an ampersand symbol placed on the strings. 

2. Applicant is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the averments of paragraph 2 

of the Notice of Opposition and therefore, denies the same. 

3. Applicant is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the averments of paragraph 3 

of the Notice of Opposition and therefore, denies the same. 



STEINWAY & SONS v. 
SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GmbH 

OPPOSITION NO. 73,054 

4, Applicant is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the averments of paragraph 4 

of the Notice of Opposition-and therefore, denies the same. 

5. Applicant admits that the copies of U.S. Trade

mark Registration Numbers 45,411 and 607,992, furnished by 

Opposer, indicate that Opposer has duly registered said trade

marks. 

6, Applicant admits that the copies of U.S. Trade

mark Registration Numbers 45,846; 141,687; 285,732; 522,479; 

and 1,239,328, all furnished by Opposer, indicate that Opposer 

has duly registered the listed trademarks, 

7. Applicant is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the present ownership and 

validity of the registrations listed in paragraphs 5 and 6 and 

therefore, denies the same. Applicant is further without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the 

incontestability of the registrations listed in paragraphs 5 

and 6 and therefore, denies the same. 

8, Applicant admits that it seeks to register a 

mark showing a lyre for "musical instruments, namely--pianos, 

chimes, celestes, and keyboards", Applicant denies that its 

mark is essentially identical and confusingly similiar to 

Opposer's lyre trademarks. 

9. Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 9 

of the Notice of Opposition. 

10. Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 

10 of the Notice of Opposition. 

11. Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 

11 of the Notice of Opposition, 

12. As an affirmative defense, Applicant alleges 

that the lyre mark alleged by Opposer to be its trademark is a 

-2-



STEINWAY & SONS v. 
SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GmbH 

OPPudITION NO. 73,054 

"weak" mark which is entitled to only a very limited scope of 

protection, as evidenced by pses of a lyre as a trademark by 

others for related goods and services. Applicant further 

alleges that the "weak" nature of Opposer's alleged marks 

cannot serve as the basis for a successful opposition to the 

registration of Applicant's mark. 

13. As an affirmative defense, Applicant believes 

and avers that its trademark is different in appearance from 

any of the alleged marks of the Opposer, and that in light of 

such difference in combination with the nature qf the goods 

involved there is no likelihood of confusion between Appli

cant's trademark and the various marks relied on by Opposer, 

14. As an affirmative defense, Applicant avers that 

Opposer has not in the Notice of Opposition alleged facts 

sufficient to show that it might or could be damaged by regis

tration of Applicant's trademark, and further avers that the 

use and registration of Applicant's trademark is not damaging 

to Opposer within the meaning of the trademark law. 

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays that the Opposition filed 

in Application Serial No. 475,680 be rejected and that the 

mark forming the subject matter of the opposition be 

registered on the Principal Register of the United States 

Patent and Trademark Office. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 

By-~ S!i1f1G~ 
Andrew S. McConnell 
Attorney for Applicant 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

It is hereby certified that a true copy of the fore
going Answer has this day been foiwarded by United States 
mail, first class mail, postage prepaid, to Timothy A. French, 

-3-



STEINWAY & SONS v. 
SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GmbH 

OPPuSITION NO, 73,054 

Esq., Fish & Richardson, One Financial fenter, Suite 2500, 
Boston, Massachutsetts, 021Jl, this~ day of June, 1986, 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 

I !;n:-oby ceriily that this correspondenco is boin9 
t'C:Jf>Jsited with the United States Postal Service 
«s first class mail in an envelope addressed to: 
Cornrnissioner of Pa ten ts and Trademn;'kii, 
V·,h.,,shington, D.C. 20231, on J:i.L.V\..t. 2.iJ.~ 

Reg. No . 

. .1.;_µ,~~44---._o/.y_ f?,b 
Date 

-4-



Henderson 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

MAILED '"N 
~"1 2 3 1986 

.. 
• Andrus, Sceales, Starke & 

Sawall 
Opposition No. 73,054 

Steinway & Sons 735 North Water Street 
Milwaukee, WI 53202 

vs. 

Schiedmayer Pianos GMBH 

The answer filed by defendant is noted. 

In accordance with the· Trademark Rules of Practice, trial dates are set as indicated below. 

IN EACH INSTANCE, a copy of the transcript of testimony together with copies of documentary 

exhibits, must be served on the adverse party WITHIN THIRTY DAYS after completion of the 

taking of testimony. Rule 2.125. 

" 

THE PERIOD FOR DISCOVERY TO CLOSE: September 22, 1986 

Testimony period for party in 
position of plaintiff to close 
(opening thirty days prior thereto) 

Testimony period for party in 
position of defendant to close 
(opening thirty days prior thereto) 

November 21, 1986 

January 20, 1987 

Rebuttal testimony period to close March 6, 1987 
(opening fifteen days prior thereto) 

Briefs shall be filed in accordance with Rule 2.128 (a) and (b). 

An oral hearing will be set only upon request filed as provided by Rule 2.129 . 

Timothy A. French 
c/o Fish & Richardson 
One Financial Center 
Suite 2500 
Boston, MA 02111 

.. 
Trademark Trial 

and Appeal Board 

FORM PTOL-196 IR_ev. 6-85} 



IN THE UNITED STATE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

STEINWAY & SONS, 

Opposer, 

v. 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, G,M,B,H. 

Applicant. 

OPPOSITION 

NO, 73,054 

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

HONORABLE COMMISSIONER OF 
PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
BOX 5 
ATTN: TTAB 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

October 8, 1986 

U.S. PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Washington, D.C. 

Sir: 

20231 

It is hereby stipulated by the parties, through 

their attorneys, that the period of time for Applicant to 

answer Opposer's First Set Of Interrogatories to Applicant, 

and to produce documents and things requested in Opposer's 

First Request To Applicant For The Production Of Documents And 

Things, be extended up to and including November 15, 1986. 

Approval of this stipulation for extension was given 

by Mr. Timothy A. French, attorney for Opposer, in a telephone 

conference on October 8, 1986. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 
Attorneys for Applicant 

•Y~Sldc~ AnrewS.Mcconnel 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Stipulation For Extension of Time was mailed, first 

class mail, postage prepaid, to Timothy A. French, Esq,, Fish 

v & Richardson, One Financial Center, Suite 2500, Boston, MA 

02111, this 13-fiAday of Ocbkw , 1986. 

I l1N,,~.:y ,::oriify thal this correspomfoncc:l is bc)in;,J 
,:,.::1:,0~:i:~,d ,.vi\h the, United State:: F1osta! Servi,:,,:: 
r1:; lirs~ ciD.ss rnaii in an envelope addressed to: 
(~,)il'Hnissioni::r cf F..,utont0 r~nd Tl"iJdam;:.tk:;. 
\',',:sl1in9ton, D.C. 20231, 0:1 ----1:.Q:_8-86 

-2-
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IN THE UNITED STATE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

J 
STEINWAY & SONS, 

Opposer, 

v. 

) 
i ) 

) 
) 
) 

OPPOSITION 

NO. 73,054 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, G.M.B.H. 
) 
) 
) 

Applicant. 

STIPULl\.TION 

HONORABLE COMMISSIONER OF 
PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
BOX 5 
ATTN: TTAB 

FOR 

U.S. PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Washington, D,C, 

Sir: 

20231 

It is hereby stipulated by the parties, through 

their attorneys, that all discovery deadlines be extended up 

to and including December 15, 1986. 

Approval of this stipulation for extension was given 

by Mr. Timothy A, French, attorney for Opposer, in a telephone 

conference on November 7, 1986. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 
Attorneys for Applicant 



........ 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Stipulation For Extension of Time was mailed, first 

class mail, postage prepaid, to Timothy A. French, Esq., Fish 

& Richardson, One Financial Center, Suite 2500, Boston, MA 

02111, this Jrday of N.w~U" , 1986. 



•r JQ/Toombs 
Ai'l comtt1unicaHons respectin,J 
thlii caae ohould identJly H by 
number and namos' of pattitM. 

Paper No. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Opposition No, 73,054 

Steinway & Sons 

V • 

schiedmayer Pianos, GMBH 

'MAILED 1 
OEC O 4 1986 ;1-'· \ 

:P.AT, 8i T. M. OFFICE 

Applicant, on November 12, 1986, filed a motion to 

extend, Inasmuch as opposer has consented thereto, the motion 

is granted. 

Trial dates, including the period for discovery, are 

rescheduled as indicated in the accompanying trial order. 

FORM PTOL-78B {REV, t0-7til 

·-r~i4;~ T. f eY. u1nn 
Attar ey- aminer 
Trademark •rrial 
and Appeal Board 



TJQ/Toombs 

Paper No. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

MAILED o~c o 4 1986 
• Opposition No, 73,054 

Andrus, Sceales, Starke & Sawall 
735 North Water Street 

Steinway_ & Sons 

Jvlilwaukee, 'Wisconsin 53202 v. 

Schiedmayer Pianos, GHBH 

:l10X~~-g~~~~~~::R~~ll".~W1~eil:S:\!l'.XX 

IN EACH INSTANCE, a copy of the transcript of testimony together with copies of documentary 

exhibits, must be served on the adverse party WITHIN THIRTY DAYS after completion of the 

taking of testimony. Rule 2.125. 

THE PERIOD FOR DISCOVERY TO CLOSE: 

Testimony period for party in 
position of plaintiff to close 
(opening thirty days prior thereto) 

Testimony period for party in 
position of defendant to close 
(opening thirty days prior thereto) 

December 15, l986 

February 13, 1987 

April 1'.4, 1987 

Rebuttal testimony period to close Mc.a.')' 2 9 1 19 87 
(opening fifteen days prior thereto) 

Briefs shall be filed in accordance with Rule 2.128 (a) and (b). 

An oral hearing will be set only upon request filed as provided by Rule 2.12.9 (c). 

Timothy A. French 
c/o Fish. & Richarclson 
One Financial Center, 
Boston, MA, 02111 

FORM PTOL-196 (Rev. 6-851 

• 

Suite 2500 

f~~-
T, re Ouinn 
At o ney- .xaminer 

.ffl% 
Trademark Tri al 

and Appeal Board 



~--" : , ;: · ~;c.\ i.J~T~:_,.,_~ 

IN THE UNITED STA'.('E'S PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD (.) c:. C 1;:,. 1986 

& SONS, 

Opposer, 

-v-

Applicant. 

TR.!1D~~ttr.:t t:!.~.~ 
t·:~! :.:·•'1:.1;:. r·,. , 

Opp6sition No. 73,054 

JOINT REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TRIAL DATES 

Subject to the approval of the Tradem~rk Trial and 

Appeal Board, it is hereby stipulated by and between the 

parties thrbugh their respective counsel that the trial dates 

shall be extended eighty-four (84) days and reset as follows: 

The period for discovery to close: 

December 15, 1986 

Testimony period for party in position of plaintiff to 
close: 

February 13, 1987 

Testimony period for party in position of defendant to 
close (opening 30 days prior thereto): 

April 14, 1987 

I heret-; c~rtify lfl~t tt:is corrcs~ondGrwe h b-~tnu 
dero~:ti:d t-:l~h F.,: Ui:i~-:~d $!~L$ Pm~t1JI ~~1;rvk~1 ~s 
first r/J:;t; nt;ii in u:1 e:11.'~l::;~~ :i:·':~f?\~~.icd l:i: Cm:1t:~l•3,. 
s:orw;- cf ;·.~t,~nt3 3~1e Y:~:.:i!::i:i, ~:'.\ w~r.!ii:qton. p, G, 

20231, on .... D.e~l •. 1~ ...... ~ 

--~~ ..... y ................ ,. 



Rebuttal testimony period to close (opening 15 days 
prior thereto): 

.' "May 2 9, 19 8 7 

Appr~val of this stipulation for extension was given 

by Mr. Andrew S. McConnell, attorney for Applicant, in a 

telephone conference. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Tim thy 
Attorney for Opposer 
FISH & RICHARDSON 
One Financial Center 
Boston, MA 02111 
( 617) 542-5070 

- 2 -



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

~ The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the 

foregoing JOINT REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TRIAL DATES has this 

1st day of December, 1986 been mailed by prepaid first-class 

mail to Andrew S. McConnell, Esq., Attorney for Applicant, at 

his place of business: Andrus, Sceales, Starke & Sawall, 735 

Nocth watec Stceet, Milwauk~ 

- 3 -



,_• - D. E9·Cc;o~v ) ') . Ii 
i u · • Pm: ~ r.!1 o,;

1
~,r~ 

\-; 1986 ~f • • w_ 

·,r 0140E '11~~ IN THE UNITED STATE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE DEC 1 8 1886 
. BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

STEINWAY & SONS, ) 
) 

Opposer, ) 
) 

V • ) 
) 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, G.M.B.H. ) 
) 

Applicant. ) 

HONORABLE COMMISSIONER OF 
PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
BOX 5 
ATTN: TTAB 

Washington, D.C. 

Sir: 

20231 

OPPOSITION 

NO. 73,054 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

December 5, 1986 

TRADErJAR/( TR!flJ. 
AfiD fJ'fEAJ. BOMO 

Enclosed herewith is a formal withdrawal of the 

application for registration which is involved in the above 

opposition. In light of the withdrawal of the application, 

the opposition is hereby rendered moot. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By~~~ AnrewS.McConne 1 
Reg. No. 32,272 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 
735 North Water Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 
(414) 271-7590 
Docket No.: TMC.1305-1 



w --~~--.. ~.. '1 ,,..-:;: · .. ,,.., ~. 

1'?:~ 1986 "-.' 
(
;·, DEC : ";;-",. 

""' 9 
<f/. -~' 

P..4D[ t'i:,.,;,,,., IN THE UNITED STATE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

Application Of: 

SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS, GmbH 

Serial No. 73/475,680 

Filed: April 16, 1984 

) 
) 
) 

' ) 
, ) ) 

) 
) 

Mark: S. SCHIEDMAYER & 
Design 

-NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION 

1 I) r~ ... t--
1.~ ~) 
(VJ ,:i--,.;i,Pi(c':',,. r 
-~T HONORABLE COMMISSIONER OF 

PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
BOX 5 
ATTN: TTAB 

Washington, D.C. 

Sir: 

20231 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

December 5, 1986 

Applicant hereby expressly withdraws the above 

referenced application for registration. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By ~:c~ 
Reg. No. 32,272 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL 
735 North Water Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 
( 414) 271-7590 
Docket No. TMC.1305-1 

· _(~f:/:,·11~!C'/\Tt~ OF.iv!/;;:J,r--.i(:i~ 

I 1,rncty certity that this corr,;1spc::denco 1::-, bE:ing 
,:;,,;:-osit,"d with the United States Postai S.orvk:,; 
E,i; iii ~t class mail in an envelope addresst'd t(·,: 
Ccirnmissioner of Patents and T1·ader;-;nr~:s. 
W,=.:si,ington. D.C. 20231, on 12-5::-.f§._ 

Andrew S. McConnell 3 2, 2 7_'?:_ _____ _ 

~...£.LL . .J.Y-!dLX-""'~'1---l_:_~_J;_t)~_B_t·~-i). 

Stqnr,Ure 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPBAL BOARD 

.... 
TEINWAY 

- ~ --
&·soNs, 

Opposer, 

v. 
SCHIEDMAYER PIANOS GMBH, 

Applicant. 

Opposition No. 73,054 

t>AT. & T.M. orncE 

JAN 7 1987 

CONSENT TO WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION MEIMRK ~\Al 
~ND APPEAL BOAAll 

Opposer, Steinway & Sons, by and through its 

undersigned attorney, hereby consents to withdrawal, without 

prejudice, by Applicant of.its Trademark Application No. 

73,054, which is the subject of this opposition. 

Date: __ D_e_c_e_~ ___ \1_,_l_f_.fi; __ _ 

Respectfully submitted, 

STEINWAY & SONS 

~ 
Attorney for Opposer 
FISH & RICHARDSON 
One Financial Center 
Boston, MA 02111 
(617) 542-5070 

l hereby certify that this comspondenco is being 
depc~flcd with th~ Unitrd S~.:tes Pc;.t::I Servlc~ at 
first cL;ss mail /n :?n anvs:opn cddiesse~ tJ: Comm! 
sioncr of Patents ~nd Trnd~mniks, VJashh1gtont. D 

20231, on De-M-:4, 0./'1,ft, 
-~~· 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

- · The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the 

foregoing CONSENT TO WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION has this 17th 

day of December, 1986, been mailed by prepaid first-class mail 

to Andrews. McConnell, Esq., Attorney for Applicant, at his 

.place of business: Andrus, Sceales, Starke & Sawall, 735 North 

Water Street, Milwaukee, 

WI~ 



TJQ/Jones 

All communlco~lot1B rospootln/J 
this case should ldontily It by 
number and namos of parties, 

Paper No, 

U.S. DEPARTMENT DF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Opposition No. 73,054 

e Steinway & sons 

v. 

Schiedmayer Pianos, GMBH 

MA.ILED 

JAN 2 0 1987 

PAT. & J, M. OFFIC~ 

Applicant, with opposer's written consent, f-iled an 

abandonment of its application Serial No. 475,680 on December 

9, 1986. 

In view thereof, the application stands abandoned and 

the opposition is dismissed without prejudice. 

FORM PTOL-788 {REV. 10-71:5) 

Members, Trademark ~rial 
and Appeal Board 
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THE SCHlEDMi\YER FAMILY - SERVING THE MUSIC S!NCE !735 

The Schiedmayer family has been active for over 275 year in trIe manufacture of keyboard instruments It is a 

rare event in the history of musical instrument manufacturing that members of the same family have dedicated 

themselves to a continually evolving craft for an uninterrupted 300 years 

THE BEGINNINGS OF A PIANO BUILDING DYNASTY 

On October ?5 1711, Balthasar Schiedmayer, who was to become the patriarch 

of a piano manufacturing dyn2sty, was born in Erlangen. After loaming the 

carpentry trade, he had already constructed his first clavichord by 1735. At that 

time, musical instruments were mode primarily by carpenters. who had to apply to 

the city magistrate to obtain an official certificate of proficiency. In the Erlangen 

city register he is listed as organ and piano rnal1er. One of Schiedrnayer's most 

important customers was the hard-to-please composer and orgonisl Ctmstian 

Friedrich Daniel Schubart. who. wrote in his memoirs in 1791: "I wos at the time 

the best keyboard player and poet m Erlangen ... Driven by passions. I flitted 

tl1oughtlessly among my friends. without order, without wisdom. without diligence. 

without frugality, accumulating dobt upon debt. 1111y creditors lhrew me in jail 

where I languished for four weeks. With visits from my friends, a disconsolate 

girlfriend and a good piano from Schllttmoyer, I could nearly forget the shame of 

imprisonment.. " 

SUCCESSFUL SONS 

Birthplace of company founder 
Baltnasar SchiedmayHr 

Unfortunately, nc instruments made by Balthasar Schiedmayer have survived. He died on October 5, 1781, 

leaving behind his three sons (Johann Christoph Georg (1740-1820), Adam Achatius (1745-'18"17) and Johann 

David Schledmoyer (1753-1805)) and an extensive knowledge base of skills, in addition to the house and 

wcrkshop on 27 Theaterstrasse in Erlangen. Tt1e oldest son, ,Johann Christoph Georg, settled in Neustadt an der 

Aisch and became a well,known clavichord maker. In contrast to his brother Johann David, he left no shop 

record book listing tile number, kind or· recipient of lr1e instruments he made. Some of his clavichords have 

survived and can be viewed at the Landesmuseum of Stuttgart and tho Museum of Fino Arts In Boston, Mass., 

USA, among other places_ Balthasar's second son. Adam Act1atius, spent his whole lifo as a piano maker in hrs 

l,irthploce. Erlangen. A square piano made in 1818 by his son Jot1ann Erhard has survived and was played on 

10.16.2011 In conjunction with the celebration of the 300th birthday cf the firm's foundor. 

FAME AS PIANO MAKER 

The youngest and most famous of Balt11asar Schiedmoyer's sons was Johann 

Davrd. He le2med the basics of pIc1no manufacturing from his father, and his fame 

as o piano rnoker spread quickly after he established his own worksl1op in 178i. 

In 1778 he had studied in Augsburg in the workshop of Johann Andreas Schein. 

Johann David resettled in Erlangen after the death of his father 1111781. A while 

later he followed his master carpenter to Nuremberg, since only he could do 

acJequate justice to Johann David's high standards. Tho Schied mayer workshop in 

Nuremberg was in a house at 5 Am Spitzberg, which was destroyed in World War 

1 /1 QI')() 1 f. 
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IL Schiedrnayer required two to four months foe the manufacture of a fortepieno, 

building lhe instrument essentially with his own !lands_ The long fabrication time is 

reflect0d in !he outstanding precision in his instruments, which gives them a 

preeminent position to lliis date. One of his instruments, a fortepiano no_ 7 from 

lt1e year 1783, was played during the anniversary celebration on October 16, 

20·11. Luckily, the shop records of Jol,ann David i1ave survived. including tile 

followIng entry regarding this fortepiano "H_ von Kerpen, Cathedral Capitulary in 

WOrzburg, received tile 7!11 instrument It was accepted with great approval. the 

prrce set at 3001 It left my bands on Decembtir 5, 1783. l1aving 21ccornpanied it 

myself to WD17burg_" 

A WONDERFUL FORTEPIANO 

Page 2 of 6 

Carl.Friedrich Cramer described this instrument in his Magazin der Musik, Hamburg 1783-87, 11/1, p. 126: 

"December 1783/ Musical Personalities in Erlangen_ . N.S. The wonderful for'tepiano, which last week left th8 

hands of !lie local instrument maker Mr. Johann David Sch1edrnayer, destined for Wlirzburg, also deserves 

mentioning since it Is finished as splendidly as others that he has produced." 

COURT INSTRUMENT MAKER 

Apparently, Schiedrnayer's health was always precarious, to cite the news report from the Royal town of 

Nuremberg: "On March 20, '1805 Mr. Johann David Schiedmayer, court instrument maker for the Princely Court 

of Brandenburg and honorary member of the Society for Furthering tho Local Industry passed away l1era at age 

52. He hecame famous through his unforgettable talent for manufacturing splendirlly finished instruments. 

A JOINT FIRM IN STUTTGART 

In lhe next generation came the most famous of Bc11tt1asar's grandchildren: 

Johann Lorenz son of Johann David (born In Erlangen in 1786 - died in Stuttgart 

in 1360) He was the first Scl1iedmayer to settle in Stuttgart. Johann Lorenz 

learned the trade from his father and at first continued running his father's 
workshop as well as l,eeping the shop records. But when Nuremberg was 

annexed to Bavaria in 1806 he left and moved lo Vienna, to tt1e frie11dly piano 

workshop of Andreas and Nanette Streicher. There he met and befriended tt1e 

young piano maker Carl Friedrich Dieudonne of Ludwigsburg When Vienna was 

occupied by the French for the second time, the two friends decided to leave tho 

city and relocate lo Stuttgart. Thus the firm of Dieudannd and Schiedmayer was 

fornmd in Stuttgart in a building behind the house on 4 Charlottenstrasse. The two 

friends were determined to continually improve tl1eir production techniques. Tiley 

introduced the English mechanism c1nd adapted their production techniques to it. 

Soon their enterprise became known beyond the boundaries of the region. 

THE NEW CONSTRUCTION IN STUTTGART 

A steadily growing demand necessitated the enlargement of the facility, and in i 821 tt1ey moved to a new 

building on Neckar Street, now Konrad Adenauer Street, designed by Theuret, architect of the imperial court. 

Today the I louse of History end the State Academy for Music and Representative Arts stand on the former 

Schicdmayer lot. From !his it can be concluded that Johann Lorenz must have been tho co-founder of the Music 

High School/ Music Academy. 

A BOOKLET FOR PIANISTS 

1 /1 f\/')f\1 L 
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In Hl24, Dieudonne a11d Schiedrnayer published a small bool,let, "A Short Introduction to the Proper Knowledge 

end Care of Forte-Pianos including H1t1ir Playing. Tuning and Maintommce, in particulnr Those Made in the 

Stut\gart Workshop of Dieudonne and Schiodmayer.' A reprint of ll1e booklet was published in 199~ by Elianne 

Sehiedrneyer. This work is recommended to every piano 111aker LI\ling either the German or English mechanism. 

JOHANN LORENZ 'TAKES OVER 

When Llieudonne died in 1825, Lorenz became the firm's sole owner with full responsibility for the work. He 

undertook this task very successfully, as Cclll be seen from the long list of customers and his shipments all over 

the world. Pirn10 virtuosos rn1d co111posers, such as Friedrich Silcher, Clara Schumann ,md Franz Lis;:t, were 

already closely associated with the lirrn Schiedrnoyet. In connection with the anniversary celebrations on 

·m 16.2011, Dr. Wolf,12mg Seibold presented a lecture on ·Fmnz Liszt ,md llis relationst1ip with the House of 

Schicdmc1yor.' 

THE FJRST REED ORGAN FACTORY lN GERMANY 

Johann Lorenz had four sons and one daughter, all piano makers. In 1845, the two older sons, Adolf and 

Hermann. became partners in !hair father's enterprise. 1 hus. the firm Schiedmayer and Sons. Court Piano 

Manufacturers, was established. The father sent the two younger sons to Paris, to study the manufacture ot reed 

organs (harmoniums). In ·1853 upon their return to Stuttgart, their father built for them a workshop tor reed organ 

manufacture adjacent lo his plant on Necllar Street There followed the establishment of the first reed organ 

factory in Germany, the firm J & P Schiedrnayer, later Schiedrnayer Piano Works. 

THE TWO STUTTGART FACTORIES 

Sdliedmayer & Sons ,J. & P, 6cl1iedmayer 

Schiedmclyer & Sons and J & P Schiedmayt?r beCclme the two largest piano manufacturing firms in South 

Germany The company was comprised of two main plants in Stuttgart and satellite plants 1n Ulm and 

Plochingen. as well as brancl1es in Berlin and SanrbrOcken. In 'Hl90 J & P Schiedmayer started producing 

celestas. in addition to small upright pianos, grand pianos and reed organs. It also produced unusual hybrid 
instruments sucl1 as: the Schiedmayer .. Scheola. a combined reed organ and cel8sta; and mechanical 

instruments (Phonola: a player piano with a Hupfeld mechanism). 

A FAMILY RlV ALRY 

It was expressly stipulated that the parent factory (Schied mayer & Sons) would exclusively manufacture pianos, 

while reed organs were to be built in the junior plant Thus, two plants named Schied mayer existed in Stuttgart. 

The family head, Johann Lorenz. died in 1860, and against his wishes the younger sons began the manufacture 

of pianos, while tile older ones started to build reed organs. Thus the relatives became competitors. 

MORl! FIRMS 

The Competition did not end there. The daughter of Jolmnn Lorenz, Louise Scl1iedmayer, married Karl MOiier. 

Their son Erwin MOller-Schiedmayer learned piano building from his lour uncles in Stuttgart and worked at 

Steinway & Sons in New York from 1868 until 1873. He established !tie piano Imnufacturing tirrn of MOller

Schiedrnayer in Wurzburg in 187 4. The last bearer of the MOiier name was Erwin Muller Jr . hom in 1898 The 

plant was destroyed during World War II. The business was sold in ·1968 to the Karl Lang Piano Company irr 

Munich which was taken over by the Steinway Company Munich in ?001. 

ECONOMIC BOOM 

When ,J. L Schiedmayer died in 1860, he bequeathed to his sons a plant which long ago had ceased to be a 

mere workshop and had become a major industrial enterprise that rightly garnered many awards. By 1861 his 

son Hermann Sr. also died, and the sole responsibility for the firm of Schiedrnayer & Sons fell to the other son, 

http://www.ce lesta-schiedmayer .de/ en/home/history-of-the-schiedmayer-company / 1/19/2016 
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Adolph Sr.. The general economic boom at the end of the nineteentl1 centuIy helped; worldwide exports 

garnered awarcls. m,,,dallions and honoraIy diplomas for ihe f1r111. 

PURVEYOR TO THE COURT 

But tt1e IDrge number of orders did not cause the judicious Adolf Schiedmayer 
to forge\ liis father's basic principle, that quality and constant porsennl 

supervision were essential to insure the firm's reputation. It became impossible 

for /\dolpll Sr. to manage the firm by l1Imsclt Adc!ph Jr, his son. and Hermann 

Jr .. his nephew, both trained in major international piano companies. became his 

co-workers and, in '187 5, partners in the firm that was named purveyor to t110 

Court of W0Ittemborg. In recognition of his contributions to tho city and country 

Adolf Jr. was appointod Commercial Privy Councilor In 188'1. 

LIFE WORK DESTROYED 

Adolf Scl1iedrnayer Jr. (H\47-
1921) 

The centenary of the firm was celebrated in Stuttgart in 1909. Among the congrntulations one came from King 

Wilhelm II and Queen Charlotte. No one could foresee that World War I would brGak out five years later. The war 

brought many losses including border closings, and shortages of materials and workors. In 1918 Adolf Jr., 

together wiir1 his nephew Gustav (son of Heimann Jr.), succeeded in reviving the firm to some extent But when 

World War II broke out, the Sch1edmayers found themselves in tho same situation as 25 years previously with no 

materials. 110 work force and no contact with foreign customers. Tho plant was hit by bombs three times. l he 

third time, on the night of July 26, 1944, it burned \o tho ground. Tho life work of trio piano manufacturing !umily 

Sc:hiedmayer in Stuttgart was wipod cut. The company suffered a heavy blow. 

POST-WAR RECONSTRUCTION 

After the war in 1946, only a few people believed In the poBSibili\y of reconstruction. However. he business head 

at the time. Gustav Schied mayor ('I 683-1957), great-grandson of Johann Lorenz. did not despair. Alraady in 

September 1946, temporary reconstruction was started with the means al hand. In the I960s, Gustav 

Schiedmayer and l1is son Georg (1931-1992) drew up a number of plans and applied for reconstruction permits. 

ll1oy were 011 rejected and finally pennanontly denied, since the cultural center was already planned for this lot 

In 1969 Schiedmayer had to abandon tl1e lot under threat of expropriation. Today, the House of History and tho 

State Academy for Music and Representative Arts stand on this lot. 

MANUFACTURING lN ALTBACII 

In the same year, 1869. Georg Schiedmayor personally took over 

from Max and Hans Schiedmayer the firm of Schiedmayor 

Pianofabrih, formerly Julius & Paul Schiectmayer, as sole owner and 

manager. The rnanulacturo of Scl11edmayor & Sons instruments 

was transferred to the J. & P Schiedmayer plant in 

Altbacll/Plochingon and production resumed. Luckily this building 

t1ad not been destroyed in \he war. 

PIANO PRODUCTION DISCONTlNUED 

Schied mayer facloIy 111 Aiibacil 

Piano production was closed down completely in 1980 The markets were saturated and Asian piano brands 

became more and more established as global oompotitors. Cooperation with the Ibach company to produce 

pianos under the Schiodmayer label turned cut to be impractical, and Georg Scllicdmayer quickly wiU1drow from 

this unrewarding collaboration. Although lbacl1 continued to produce pianos undor tho Scl1iod111ayor label, tho 

Scl1iedmayor musical-instrurnont--building dynasty established in 1735 has nothing to do with pianos 

manufactured by Ibach. This refers in particular to the so--called Schied mayor Pianos produced for lbacl1 by tl10 

firms of Roth & Junius. Young Chang, Concorde, Kawai, Sauter, Seiler and Steinberger. We want to emphasize 

that neither the firm of Schiedmayor & Sons nor Sr::hiodrnayer Pianofortofabrik, formerly ,! & P Schiedmayer, 

ever scld their logos or trademark to Ibach, 

Tho Schiodrnayer Piancfrntofabrik, formerly J & P. Schiodmayer, whicl, remained the property of Gecrg 

1 /1 Q/')() 1 f. 
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Schiodmayor and ElIanne Sohiodmayer, was still registered undortlie numbo1 HRA 76·1 at trio District Court in 

Stutlgart in 2008 the Dist, id Courl order-ed to dissolve lht➔ company' due lo inacl1vi\y. 

THE SPECIALIZATION IN CELESTAS 

This now firm hod nothing in common with the Schiodrnaycr Pianorortofabrik (without lh,l added Gmbl I), formerly 

J. & P Schiodmayor For personal reasons. Georg Sct1iedmayer relinquished his position as the l1ead o1 this 

now firm and sold his share in 1981 to Christian and Rolf Ibach. From thereon, tho Scl1iedmayor family Iliad 

nothing more to do with the piano rnanufaclunng of Ibach. including Schiednmyer pianos custom built by i~oll1 & 

Junius, as well as Young Chang, Concorde. Kawai, Sauter, Seiler and Steinberger, and which were distributed 

and sold by Scl1iedrnayer GmbH in Wuppertal Neither Schied mayer & Sons GmbH & Co KG. no,, the 

Pianofo1telabnk Scll1edrnayer, fer111erly J. & P. Scl1iedrnayer, 11or tl1e logo of those films wore sold to Ibach. The 

other Sch1edrnayer piano factory, which was registered in tile Stuttgart District Court as HRA 76·\. was cancelled 

due io innciiviiy in 2008. 

In 1980 the firm Schiedmayer & Sons was convorled to Scl1iedmayer & Sons, GmbH& Co. KG. Umitod partnern 

were Georg Schiedmayor and l1Is motner Henriette (Hate) Schicdmuyor, nee Siekmeyer. From that time on the 

family Sclliedmayer specialized selely on tile production of celestas, based on tl1e construction tradition 

established in ·1890 by the Schiedmayer Piano factory, formerly Julius and Paul Schiec\mayer. 

ELIANNE SClllEDMA YER TAKES OVER 

In 1985 the production of celestas and keyboard glockenspiels was 

relocated lo 'Nernau near Plochingen. Seven years later Georg 

Schiedmayor died unexpectedly. His widow Elianne Schiedmnyor. 

nee Villard. pimiist and music pedagogue, teak ever the directorship 

of the firm. She decided in "I 995. (alter the deat11 of her rncther-in iaw 

Henriette Scl1iodmayer) to found Schiedmayer Celestabau GmbH. 

Five years later, in 2000. tile enterprise moved to its own facilities in 

Wendlingen am Neckar. near Stuttgart. and since 2003 has traded 

under !110 name ·'Schiedmayer Celesta GrnbH. Executive Partner· 

Elianne Schiedmayer 

lhis company was founded on the fortunate decision ot Georg 

Schied mayer in 1980 to specialize on the preductien of celestas and 

keyboard glockenspiels with wooden resonators. Schiedmayer 

instruments continue to be produced 111 Wendlingen and are truly 

"M2de in Germany" Tt1e product line encompasses four morlels of 
celestas (4 to 51/2 octaves). keyboard glecl1enspiels and integrated 

celestas/glockenspiels 

Schiodmayer instruments represent the finest quality in handcrafted 

instruments. Their quality derives not only frorn the skill of the 

Eltanne Sd1iedmayer 

Today's company locat,on 111 Wendiingen 

worl1ers, but also from the specially seasoned materials chosen fer the instruments. At Sct1iedmayer, a celesta 
takes up to twelve weeks to finish. Consequently, the number of instruments under construction a\ any time is 

only 24-26. 

THE CELESTA INVENTION - FACTS 

Schiedmayer Celesta GmbH is today the only firm 

worldwide that builds celestas according te the original 

construction and specifications ot its inventor. Victor 

Mustel. 

The firm of Schiod111ayer wishes lo tal,e tl'1is 

opportunity to point out that there unfortunately have 

been and continue to be offered for sale. instnm1ents 

calk➔d "celestas", which. however. do not correspond 

to the spatial and mechanical specifications of Mustel, The Celesta mnclianism 

and are. therefore, not true celestas. Among others, 

the Japanese firm Yamaha - formerly a customer of the Schiedmayer factory - has been producing since 1993 a 

new instrument with a grand piane mechanism (a different mechanism from that which Musto! specified for the 

sound production) which it calls "celesta." In this new instrument the sou11d plates are struck from below, as in a 

piano. The Wendl1nge11 firm of Schiedmayer Celesta GrnbH has no objection to computitI011 wl1cn it is fair. 
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Industry insiders l,11ow that each musical instrument has its own construction specifications and with it, its own 

name. A spinet for insianc,l, is mli a ha, psiohord, a clarinet not an oboe, and a guitar 110\ il Iulo. 

The worldwide suco,ss of ttw Sci1iedm8yer celestas comcls as a r,lsult of a combination ot the exclustvB use of 

the bes\ materials with lmowledgeable and dedicated craftsmanslIip. toge!ht1r with over 120 years of experience 

in the production of celestas. 

THE CELESTA 

Charles Victor Mustel, a Pmisian reed organ and pipe 

orcvm manufacturor invented the celesta in 1 fl86. The 

original patent No. '176.630 is preserved in the lnstitut 

National cle le Propriote (inpi). Paris. 

Scl1redmayer Celesta GmbH l1as a copy in its files 

The uniquoness of the new instrument, called 
"Celest;J'' by Vtctor Muste!, is in the method of sound 

generation. read more 

ON 'THE INTERNATIONAL STAGE 

Worldwide. there is hardly an orchestra, opera house, theater, music academy, recording studio or broadcasting 

otudio where the Schiedmaye1· instruments cannot be heard. Accordingly, !he enterprise has dolivBred 

instruments to such woll known 0nd proetigious orchestras 0nd halls as the Berlin Philharmonic Orchestra, the 

New York Philharmonic Orchestra, the Stuttgart Opera House, the London Symphony Orchestra, the .luilliard 

School of Mui;;ic, the Stuttgart State Academy for Music and Representative Arts, tho Vienna State Opem ,md 

the Opera House in Shanghai. The NoIwegian band "a-ha" and the orchestra of Andre Riou have ordered their 

celestas from Schicdmayer as well. Even in remote southern hemisphere locations, such as Frutillar Baja in 

Chile and Hobart in Tasmania Scl1iedrnayer instruments can be found today. 

Schiedrnaynr Celesta GrnbH 

Schaferhauserntr. 1012 

D-73240 Wendlingen 

Phone +49 (0)7024 50 1 fl 840 

Fax +49 (0)7024 50 19 841 

mai!@)sch iedmayer -gcnnany, com 

To toll 
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